Interview Summary 


Application No. 

09/683,048 


Applicant(s) 
WILSON, LINDA 


Examiner 

Marissa Liu 


Art Unit 

3691 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Marissa Liu . (3) . 

(2) Peter Priest (4) . 

Date of Interview: 17 August 2007 . 

Type: a)E3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)^ No. 

If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: the applicant's representative said the applicant would like to abandon the case . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 




LALITA M. HAMILTON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-413 (Rev, 04-03) Interview Summary Paper No. 20070817 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview ,ephone ,n,ervlew 

with regard to an application must be made of record in the 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an ov* m .„ & 

any alleged oral prom.se, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is Seernen. ^^r doubt " M ° ffice - No atten,ion wi " ^ P»« <° 

inco m p,e«etrou1hTe f t^^£SS£^ E££ *"* ™ "" — d h the «*» » ** record is itself 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the sutetenr* • , 

interviewb^^^^^ 

requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided JtoS^^^^&^^r^' directed solelv to restriction 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the MR? mB^^l^Jt^ ^ ** aminm 9 Procedure, or pointing 
substance of an interview is complete* recorded in an Examiners Where I 

Xontents^S^^ £S »»"< P-*n of the file, and listed on the 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or V,deo^o2re^e i^Z^ L 9 »• ■PPlwant {or attorney or agent) at the 
erther with or priorto the next official communication. to the applicant's correspondence address 

crcumstances d,cta«e. the Form should be mailed promptly after the inK^ or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

' I!™/ ? artiCi ^ ,(S) (a PP |icant - a "° me V « 39^1, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

" Tr, ?• ° f n0, r an eXhibit WaS Sh0Wn or a demonstration conducted ° 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so a descrintinn „f th~ . . 

attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed aTbrtna^ZK?.? Notf 2 ' ° f the a 9reement (may be by 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary 9 a " owable) - No,e - Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discuss^ .,„■«. ,h« , , 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner discussed, unless these are already described on the 

5) a b ^ndenUfication of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate A verbatim w „ 

required. The identification of the arguments is SufWerttfSIri'n^niK o thmiLr/h ,leddesc "P tl ° n ° f «"e arguments is not 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application filf O bourse the IS™, m T^' ar 9 umen,s ma <*e to the 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or migh be Dersua^ » th» ~ ? emphasize and fullv 

6 a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and PerSUaS ' Ve ,0 ,he ) 

7) KKSK: 9Cneral r6SUKS " ° U,COme ° f ,he in,erVi6W ' U " less alread ' in the interview Summary Form completed by 

accurate, ^SeTw^ 

Examiner to Check For Accuracy 

pap«r mooning Ihe substanc of the M^tm along i dale »i the e »S?TnS s ' ReC< " d 0K " on ,he 



